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[www.reciis.cict.fiocruz.br] e- ISSN 1981-6278 Legal research in health area -a methodological proposal for the primary data collection The interface between the Judiciary and the public health policies in the Brazilian academic production (GRANJEIRO et al., 2008) ; and in the field of psychiatry, regarding the interdicting psychiatric patients or elderly people with (supposed) deteriorated mental functions (TEIXEIRA et al., 2005; BARRETO et al., 2004; DIAZ, 2001 ). Gandini et al. (2008) observed that when the Judiciary orders the State to provide a determined health action or service it needs to do it with caution in order to not offend the Constitution and the Law, as well as to not cripple the operation of the state machine. However, authors point out that there were judgments made which undertake both the National Drug Policy (VIEIRA et al., 2007) showed productions of theoretic and conceptual production.
Effectively, out of the total, only ten citations (Table 1) Table 1 shows that the researchers used consolidated techniques for proceeding to the collected material analysis (hermeneutics, exploratory analysis, collective subject speech). However it proves that the procedures used for defining the sample and for the data collecting were built by the researchers in a specific way for every research project, in other words, they 
POP for collecting DPNJ related to the health area
The legal universe is a highly complex reality whose an application, on which -after analyzing the contestation with the tests produced -a decision needs to be issued. Any of the parts can make a resource to a superior court trying to revert an adverse judicial decision. In principle, any legal process part can be used as an empirical information source of interest for the research in public health. In the Table 2 there is important information listed that can be relevant for each type of pleading.
The operational procedure for the DPNJ collecting should start with the identification of the pleading that contains the information of interest to the objectives of the health research.
It is worth noting that the first instance of the Judiciary shows the best cost-benefit relation for this type of collecting, as it concentrates in a single space all the information relevant for the health sector, allowing both to evaluate the fundaments of the legal decisions (first instance sentences and mandates). It also offers the data through which there can be characterized the social actors involved in the processes (application and defense). However, the information should be taken into consideration to the competence of the diverse courts around the topic in question (farm courts, penal courts, work courts, special courts). It is needed to mention that for some questions the secret of justice is relevant (childhood and youth courts), making unfeasible the access to DPNJ of this type of the process. Once the type of pleading is identified, 
Pleading Main empirical information contained Information of interest to the Public Health
Application Name -civil state -profession -domicile and residence of the author and the defendant.
Characterizing the social actors involved in the legal processes The facts -The legal fundaments -The requests with their specifications Characterizing the resources and/or the health services requested by the authors of the processes and content of the argument that sustain both the request and the decline by the defendant.
The tests and the value of the causes.
Defense
The reasons of fact and right, with which the defendant contests the request of the author and specifies the tests. Minutes of the hearing Tests (testimonials, documentaries and/or expertise).
Mandate, Sentence, Res Judicata
The report that will contain the names of the parts, the sum of the request and defense, as well as the registration of the main occurrences in the process. The fundaments in which the judge will analyze the questions of fact and right. The device, in which the judge will solve the questions submitted to him by the parts. Discursive content that expresses the position of the Judiciary regarding the public health policies Resource Fundaments of the author of the resource (the won part, third injured or Public Ministry).
Judgement
Representation containing the main points of the discussion that defined the conclusion of the Court.
as well as the type of court with competence in the topic, there is a need to proceed to a double cutting of the research universe (a) which and how many courts should be accessed;
and (b) how many pleadings should be collected and which procedure should be applied to access them. The procedure for the definition of the courts universe to be accessed starts with the differentiation of the territorial cutting of the sample according to the type of justice in question (Work, Federal or State) . This is particularly relevant in the case of the state justice, as they organize the competency of the first instance in indentation (a kind of legal index that divides the state territory with forensic and demographical criteria and of tax revenue). Nevertheless, the execution of the pilot test was not invalid; on the contrary, it enabled an important learning: in the case that the empirical research requires a sample, it is advisable to consider a good margin of a mistake in calculating the sample size of legal organizations to be accessed. 
